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 The United States Postal Service provides the responses of witness Neri (USPS-
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RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS NERI 
TO AMERICAN POSTAL WORKERS UNION INTERROGATORY 

REDIRECTED FROM WITNESS LACHANCE 
 

APWU/USPS-T13-1 The Postal Service has indicated that towns that lose their 
mail processing facility as a result of an AMP will still be able to have their mail 
cancelled with the local postmark. While this appears true immediately after a 
facility has closed, the postmarks do not always remain available. 
 
a) What is the Postal Service’s current policy regarding local postmarks when the 
mail is no longer locally cancelled? 
 
b) What is the Postal Service’s plan for areas that loose mail processing facilities 
as a result of Network Rationalization? 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
a)  Please see Postal Operations Manual section 312.  Some mail will be 

cancelled at Post Offices, stations, or branches in the future network on the same 

terms as today under POM section 312.  Accordingly, it is not accurate to say 

that “mail is no longer locally cancelled” in the future network. 

b)  The information requested cannot be determined from the language of this 

subpart.  Please see Postal Operations Manual section 312.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS NERI 
TO AMERICAN POSTAL WORKERS UNION INTERROGATORY 

REDIRECTED FROM WITNESS LACHANCE 
 

APWU/USPS-T13-2 How does a postal customer get their mail locally cancelled 
if the cancellation equipment no longer exists in the area as the result of an 
AMP? 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Please see Postal Operations Manual section 312. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RESPONSE OF UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE WITNESS NERI 
TO AMERICAN POSTAL WORKERS UNION INTERROGATORY 

REDIRECTED FROM WITNESS LACHANCE 
 

APWU/USPS-T13-3 How much does it cost per piece to get a local postmark 
after a mail processing facility has been closed on: 
 
a) One mail piece? 
 
b) 100 mail pieces? 
 
c) 1,000 mail pieces? 
 
d) 100,000 mail pieces? 
 
e) 1,000,000 mail pieces? 
 
f) over 1,000,000 mail pieces? 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
a-f)  Please see Postal Operations Manual section 312.  The Postal Service does 

not track costs associated with the provision of local postmarks under POM 

section 312.   
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